here was an error in the calibration value used for "air saturated" water in the original article. he calibration value for air saturated water was 105%, not 100%. his means that the calculated O 2 concentrations of the in situ deployment data are ~5% too low, especially concentrations close to 100% air saturation. his error arose because it was assumed that the water in the calibration chamber was homogeneously kept at 100% air saturation. he water column in the calibration container (115 cm length; 19 cm diam.) caused a buildup of hydrostatic pressure, and the air lushing was performed using a pumice stone ~100 cm from the water surface near the bottom of the container to ensure a good mixing throughout the water column. As stated in the article, good mixing was checked with a single O 2 optode at 10-cm intervals, showing no diference in the O 2 -dependent phase angle signal. For air bubbles to penetrate the pumice stone out in the water column at 100-cm depth, the pressure inside the bubble must be more than 1.1 times the atmospheric pressure. It will continuously decrease until atmospheric pressure at the surface. Because of the mixing of the water column, this resulted in an averaging of the O 2 concentration to a value of 105% air saturation in the present study. An additional experiment in a tube (150 cm length; 3 cm diam.) lushed less vigorously with air from the bottom showed a continuous increase in O 2 concentration from 100% air saturation at the surface to 112% at 120-cm depth. Because of the small diameter, there was almost no mixing of water in the vertical direction in this case.
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he recalibration has no implications for the conclusions of the manuscript, but the oxygen concentrations in Fig. 4 and 5 have been recalculated to take the calibration artifact into account. he revised versions of Fig. 4 and Fig. 5 are given here.
